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By RICHARD FRYKLUND
Stev Staff Wriler

The latest Air Force

i proposal for a new manned
. bomber has fallen just as flat

i as the previous one sent fo

f Secrctarty of Defense Robcrt
S. MeNamara.

say they art .opposed to
.bombers—on tht contrary, Mc-
‘Namara insists that hundreds

will be contlnucd in operation
for the foreseeable future and
that a new one will be
approved if its need is ever
demonstrated. -

The new Air Force
proposal, however, has failed
to answer convincingly the
questions
need.

Ancther problem for the Alr
Force is that new nstional
intelligence estimatss, being
readied for top administration
~consideration next week,
convince many key officials
that the Russians are
¢ building "a long-range Ixssﬂe

“force suificiently
protected to make a new
- strategic bomber necessary.

Political Issue

Meanwhile, Sen. Barry
Goldwater is making a
political issue out of bombers. .

. He hs accustd McNamara of
planning to reduce . strategic
power by 90 percent.

McNamara has replied 'with
statistics showing that present

‘nuclear warheads -over the

new bomber,
The Air Torce last montli

~ , proposed that McNamara give
i tentative approval o

-succced - present

. pombers “in the 1970s. The

sroposal  estimated that 200
AMSAs would cost §9 billion.

The Air Force wanis
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_INTERPRETIVE REPORT

It's not that the cw:hans'

- of existing strategic bombers

raised about the

ot

]arge ot »

plans call for an ingrease in:

_next five years even without as

an |
- “Advanced Manned Strategic’

Aireraft (AMSA) that would
- long-range

diate approvel of
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The study also™ pronoscs

that the Air Force now be !
perniitted to go into what the
Pentagan calls the ‘“‘project !
definition” phase of aircraft
developmend, - This is
advanced design work - that !
civilian officials believe :
ccommits them to fmal
. approval,

The request for thxs sort of -
tentative . approval will
rejected. Defense officials say
that the study phase has- not
been completed

" Air Force Argument . .

The -Alr Force does have !
money for continued studies | i
and is encouraged . to thini |
that it- will get more in next

sub-systom development.:
1 Civillan officials believe that!’
his work will be useful in the
future even if AMSA fmallv,
is rejected.
The Air Force based its new |
argument for a bember
largely on estimates of the |
v American lives it would save l
i during 4 war. by dest:oym"
enemy missiles. The study |
emplmsxzes this possible war
situation:

A war starts -~ by Whatcvc-r '
unforeseeable means.

The' Soviet Union strikes, !
attempting to destroy the |
United . States’ missile and !
1 bomber force - but sparing .
i American cities (knowing that -
the United States can desty oy

J:al Russian cities .
g rctahahon)
1. The. Russian ICBMs that

are aimed at American cities !

I but not fired. The Kremlin.

tells the President on the hot [
line that if Russians cities arp |
destroyed the thnhelci b
missiles will be fired, -

! American missiles destroy |’
what Russian. strategic forces
they can, avoiding citios.

~—

| The AMSA force takes” off,

. uses short-range, accur ate
. missgiles against the .
underground Russian -

: missiles, and thus takes ot
the city-busting force.

The new bombers, by Air
‘Force calculations. q’ould save

"many millions

be‘: whether $9 billion worth of -

i AMSA. would: save as many -

: 'fallout shelters,

year’s ‘budget for engive and i .

[ AMSA

are. protected ~ under “grauad

LorEx is too small and has too
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American |
| lives,

A questlon is raised,
howewver, whather tho
! Russians really would withold °
'thelr © city-destroying ™ “force™

while the AMSA bombels
approached. If they fired their
.withheld weapons, AMSA,
-would have liltle value,

[Civilian arnialysts. questlon

¢ lives as $9 billion worth of :
antbmlsmle
improved - air
irdefenses or the super-
accurate . ICBMs . that. are:
: under study for use in the.

sdefenses,.

, 1970s. . e

¥

Comparative Study

The Alr Foree did compare
AMSA’s effectiveness with %9
billicn worth of Minuteman II
missiles, but not with the

. other life-saving weapons. The:!

planes looked good, compar ecl

with Minuteman II‘ o

“The civilians "also ‘ask 1£
other bombers carmot do the
job if "the’ job is’
| necessary.,

Fxisting 1B-52 heavy bomb-
ers will be good through 1975,

i“according fo an Air Forcc-

Defense Department-Boeing
i Co. study, and, with continual
‘mocder mzatlon, might last mto
thp '805. .

Omy 7200 bomberts are,
necded according to the Air :
“Force study, and more than’
‘thaf. numbeuw.of late-model B~
. 325 are available. _
Or, the “stretched TFX” —'f

IERE

-& proposed. enlarged. version ",

of the controversial tactlcal
bonmer — mmht be used.

‘Gen. Curtis is LeMay, Air -

I« orce chief of staff, says the

short a range, but the plane |
| “eauld carry all of the AMSA -
eqmpment (except” for an
uoversized radar antenna) and :
fieould hit - almost all AMSA '
“targets, most of which are in
Emopean Russia, . -
-0r, the new A-11, the
,mystcry plane, could be
snodiiied as a bomber, It has |
range, speed snd more. size -

.~ The proposod AMSA gross:
: vexght is 330,000 pounds. The

TFX is about 63, 000, and tha .-
. Ai-11.is estimated at about 100,~

1" 000, The B-52 weighs 480 000_

pounds, :

The _Alr Porece str ongly
“rejects these substitutes and -
believes that an ear ly start on
AMSA is necded as insurance
against unforesecable military
- problems in the future.

The civilians ask, however,
whether the plemmm on the -
AMSA policy would exceed
the facn value -
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